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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is in response to the Amendment filed 31 March 2006. 
Due to applicant's amendment, the rejections of claims 3 and 4 under 35 
USC 112 (2 nd ) have been overcome. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of 
carrying out his invention. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 
Although the specification contains information that identifies one static 
coefficient of friction as less than another (see specification, page 5, lines 13- 
16), the phrasing of the claim is not clearly supported by the subject matter in 
the above-cited portion of the specification. 

Specification 

The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent 
basis for the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP 
§ 608.0 l(o). Correction of the following is required: Although the specification 
contains information that identifies one static coefficient of friction as less than 
another (see specification, page 5, lines 13-16), the phrasing of the 
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specification does not clearly support the subject matter of the amended claim 
1. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Akao et al. (U.S. Patent 4,989,802), in view of Frazzitta et al. (U.S. Patent 
6,472,028). Akao et al., hereafter "Akao," show that it is known to carry out a 
method of manufacturing a web-winding device (Abstract) comprising the step 
of providing a generally cylindrical injection molded support structure having 
an outer web wrapping surface for receiving at least one convolution of a web 
and, an interior portion having an annular surface joined to the outer web 
wrapping surface (Column 3, lines 22-38). Akao does not discuss the surface 
texture of the outer surface. Frazzitta et al., hereafter "Frazzitta," show that it 
is known to carry out a method for making a web-winding device wherein an 
outer web wrapping surface has a surface texture of less than 0.5 microns Ra 
(Column 8, lines 62-67; Column 9, lines 1-8; It is noted that although 
Frazzitta does not explicitly disclose relative static coefficients of frictions, that 
material property will be inherent to and dependent upon the surface texture of 
the wrapping surface. Therefore, it is being held that since Frazzitta suggests 
the claimed surface texture, the inherent static coefficients of frictions would 
also be achieved by his disclosure.). Frazzitta and Akao are combinable 
because they are concerned with a similar technical field, namely, web winding 



Application/ Control Number: 10/719,578 
Art Unit: 1732 



Page 4 



devices. It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to form Frazzitta's specific surface 
texture during Akao's molding process in order to mold a device which operates 
per customer specifications. 

Claims 2-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Akao and Frazzitta, further in view of Schneider et al. (U.S. Patent 
5,873,543). 

Regarding Claim 2, Akao shows the process as claimed as discussed in 
the rejection of Claim 1 above, but he does not show specific materials for his 
device. Schneider et al., hereafter "Schneider," show that it is known to carry 
out a method wherein the step of providing a generally cylindrical injection 
molded support structure further comprises the step of providing said outer 
web wrapping surface with a material selected from the group consisting of 
modified amorphous thermoplastic resins and semi-crystalline thermoplastic 
resins (Column 4, lines 39-44). Schneider and Akao are combinable because 
they are concerned with a similar technical field, namely, methods of molding 
winding devices. It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use Schneider's material 
in Akao's molding process in order to produce an article that has the desired 
physical and chemical characteristics of the chosen materials. 

Regarding Claim 3, Akao shows the process as claimed as discussed in 
the rejection of Claims 1 and 2 above, but he does not show specific materials 
for his device. Schneider shows that it is known to carry out a method wherein 
said step of providing said outer web wrapping surface further comprises the 
step of providing said modified amorphous thermoplastic resin selected from 
the group consisting of lubricated polycarbonate and silicone polycarbonate 
copolymers (Column 4, lines 44). It would have been prima facie obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use 
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Schneider's material in Akao's molding process in order to produce an article 
that has the desired physical and chemical characteristics of the chosen 
materials. 

Regarding Claim 4, Akao shows the process as claimed as discussed in 
the rejection of Claims 1 and 2 above, but he does not show specific materials 
for his device. Schneider shows that it is known to carry out a method wherein 
said step of providing said outer web wrapping surface further comprises the 
step of providing said semi-crystalline resin selected from the group including 
polybutylene terephthalate, polybutylene terephthalate/ polycarbonate alloys 
and a modified polybutylene terephthalate (Column 4, lines 39-44). It would 
have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Schneider's material in Akao's molding process in 
order to produce an article that has the desired physical and chemical 
characteristics of the chosen materials. 

Regarding Claim 5, Akao shows the process as claimed as discussed in 
the rejection of Claims 1, 2, and 4 above, but he does not show using a filler. 
Schneider shows that it is known to carry out a method wherein the step of 
providing said modified polybutylene terephthalate includes the step of 
providing said modified polybutylene terephthalate with about 20 weight 
percent solid glass bead (Column 2, line 43; Column 4, lines 36-43). It would 
have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Schneider's material in Akao's molding process in 
order to produce an article that has the desired physical and chemical 
characteristics of the chosen materials. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 31 March 2006 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. 
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Applicant contends that Akao does not suggest the instant invention 
because he does not show a smooth texture of the winding core. This is not 
persuasive because a "smooth" surface is not explicitly claimed. 

Applicant contends that Akao does not suggest the instant invention 
because his core does not rely on frictional attachment of the film to the core. 
This is not persuasive because this method of attachment is not explicitly 
claimed. 

Applicant contends that Akao and Frizzitta do not suggest the instant 
invention because Frizzitta does not disclose a web winding device. This is not 
persuasive because Frizzitta was cited only to show a surface texture of a roll 
that is used in a winding process. It is maintained that Frizzitta shows a 
winding process, as element 2 1 is wound to some extent around the roll. 

Applicant contends that Akao and Frizzitta do not suggest the instant 
invention because Akao would teach away from surface modification as a film 
slot is present. This is not persuasive because it is not clearly evident that 
having surface modification and a film slot are necessarily mutually exclusive. 
Therefore, it is believed that Akao could feasibly appreciate the benefits of 
certain surface textures while still using his film slot. 

Applicant contends that Schneider, Akao, and Frizzitta do not suggest 
the instant invention because Schneider is concerned with a hub that has 
elastomeric ribs between the concentric hubs. This is not persuasive because 
such a configuration is not excluded by the present claim language. It is 
maintained that since Schneider teaches a winding process, his disclosure is 
easily and feasibly combinable with Akao to show the limitations of claims 2-5. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
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See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply 
is filed within TWO MONTHS of the.mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In 
no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Monica A. Huson whose telephone 
number is 571-272-1 198. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- 
Friday 7:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Christina Johnson can be reached on 571-272-1176. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http:/ / pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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